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Dear Assemblyman Perone: 


I am opposed to A.2746A, tbe "Grannis Bill," to restrict smoking in 
public places. There are several Treasons why this bill would be bad law. 

To begin, there is no public health justification for the 
legislation. Mr. Grannis and other proponents of the bill claim that 
exposure to environmental tobacco smoke is dangerous to the nonsmoker. 
This,, in fact, is incorrect and unfounded. For example, you should know 
that the chief statistician of the American Cancer Society, Lawrence 
Garfinkel — certainly no friend of smoking — has gone on record as 
saying, "passive smoking may be a political matter, but it is not a main 
issue in terms of health policy." 


Just last year, a worldwide conference, The Second Workshop on 
Environmental Tobacco Snoke , was held in Geneva, Switzerland. Medical 
researchers from nine countries presented new data on the subject and 
reviewed existing studies. The Workshop was organized by Dr. Ragnar 
Rylander of the University of Gothenburg. Here is his stranary of the 
scientific evidence on whether exposure to environmental tobacco smoke 
(ETS> causes lung cancer: 

"An overall evaluation based upon available scientific 
data leads to the conclusion that an increased risk for 
non-smokers from ETS exposure has not been established." 
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Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/kkfjOOOO 



The Workshop's 152 page report concludes: 


"Available evidence demonstrates that the possible healthi 
effects of ETS are not significant in comparison to the 
multitude of health problems facing society on a global 
scale. This does not exclude the possibility that ETS 
exposure may be important to certain individuals or parts 
of the population under special circunstances. It is 
essential, however, that future activities regarding 
research and exposure control be considered in comparison 
to what can be gained from a public health point of view." 


Further, smoking and nonsmoking are matters of personal choice, and 
any law that interferes with basic lifestyles should be seriously 
examined. Cigarette smoke may be annoying to the nonsmoker, but that is 
no justification for curtailment of freedom of choice. Isn't the answer 
to problems between smokers and nonsmokers cannon sense and cannon 
courtesy? 


Finally, I am sure you appreciate that the Gtannis bill carries 
with it high enforcement costs. As a taxpayer, 1 would much rather have 
my hard-earned dollars dedicated to more important matters. 


Please let me know your position on this issue. 


Sincerely, 
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